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TCR-2 

Monitors &om the consulting tribes during gradmg, excavation and ground 

disturbing activities on the stte: includmg the schedulmg, safety requirements, 

duaes, scope of work, and Naave American Tnbal Monitors' authority to stop 

and redirect grading activities in coordination w1th all project archaeologists (if 

the tribes cannot come to an agreement on the rotating or sunultaneous schedule 

of tribal morutoring, the Native American Heritage Commission shall designate 

the schedule for the onsire Native American Tribal Mon1tor for the proposed 

project); 

3. The protocols and stipulaaons that the developer, Cay, Tribes and project 

archaeologist will follow in the event of inadvertent cultural resources discoveries, 

including any newly discovered cultural resource deposits that shall be subject to 

a cultural resources enluation. 

,\1 least 30-days prior to application for a grading permit and before any brush 

clearance. grading, excavation and/ or ground disturbing acuv1ties on the sire take 

place, the future developer shall retain a tribal cultural monitor 10 monitor all ground­

disturbing actit·iues 111 an effort to identif) any unknown archaeological resources. 

Pursuant to the Al\rP, a tribal monitor from the consulting tribe (e.g., Pechanga Band 

of Luiseno Indians, Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, or Gabneleno Band of M1ss10n 

Indians - Kizh Nauon) shall be present dunng the initial grad.mg activities. l f tribal 

resources are found dunng grubbing activnies, the tnbal monnonng shall be present 

during site grading acti,·ities. 

T reatment and Dispositio n of Cultural Resources. In rhe event th;it Nauye Amencan 

cultural resources are madverrently discovered during the course of any ground disturbing 

activiues, including but not limited to brush clearance, grading, trenching, etc. grading for 

the proposed project, the followmg procedures will be carried out for tre;itment and 
disposiuon of the discoveries: 

I. Temporary Curauon and Storage: During the course of construction, all 

discot"ered resources shall be temporaril)' curated in a secure location onsite or at 

the offices of the project archaeologist. TI1e removal of any artifacts from the 

project me will need to be thoroughly uwentoned \\~th tribal monitor overslte of 

the process; and 

2. Treatment and Final Disposition: The landourner(s) shall relinquish ownership of 

all cultural resources, including sacred items, burial goods, and all archaeological 

artifacts and non-human remams as part of the required mitigation for unpacts 

to cultural resources. The applicant shall relinquish the arafacts through one or 

more of the following methods and pro,·ide the City of Corona with evidence 
of same: 

a. 1\ccommodate the process for ons1re rebunal of the discovered items 

u~th the consulung Natiw Amencan tribes or bands. This shall include 
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TCR-3 

measures and provis10ns to protect the future reburial area from any 

future impacts. Reburial shall not occur until all cataloguing._basic 

analysis, and other analyses as recommended by the project archaeologist 

and approved by consulLing tribes and basic recordanon have been 

com pleted; all documemaaon should be at a le,·el of standard 

professional pracuce to allow the writing of a report of professional 
qualicT; 

b. A curauon agreement with an appropriate qualified repository within San 

Bernardino County that meets federal standards per 36 CFR Part 79 and 

therefore would be professionally curated and made available to other 

archaeologists/researchers for further srudy. The collecuons and 

associated records shall be transferred, mcluding title, to an appropriate 

curaaon facility withm San Bernardino County, to be accompanied by 

p~yment of the fees necessary for permanent curauon; 

c. For purposes of conflict resoluaon, if more than one Native American 

tribe or band ts 111,·olved with the project and cannot come to an 

agreement as to the dispos1tJon of cultural materials, they shall be curated 

at the San Bernardino County Museum by default; 

d. At the compleaon of grading, excavation and ground disturbing 

actiYi ties on the site, a Phase TV Monitoring Report shall be submitted 

to the C11:y documenang monaoring acuv11ies conducted by the project 

archaeologist and Native Tribal Monitors \\-~thin 60 days of compleLion 

of grading. This reporr shall document the impacts to the known 

resources on the property; describe how each mmgation measure was 

fulfilled; document the type of cultural resources recovered and the 

disposition of such resources; prm·ide e\'idence of the required cultural 

sensit1,·1ty training for the construction staff held during the required 

pre grade meeting; and, in a confidential appendix, include the 

daily/weekly monttoring notes from the archaeologist. AU reports 

produced will be submitted to the Cay, County Museum, and consulting 
tribes. 

During consc.rucnon activities, the project applicant shall allow additional archaeological 

monitors of NatiYe American tribes to access the project site on a volunteer basis to 

morntor grading and excantion acuviues. 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the City's CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals. 111e C:\P would not affect tribal cultural resources in the Cay or SOI. Therefore, 
impacts would be less than significant. 

Finding: 
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Changes or alterations have been reguu·ed 1n, or incorporated into, the proiect that avoid or 

substanually lessen the s1g111ficant cnvtronmen1al effect as identified m the DEIR. These changes are 

identified in the form of the mitigation measure above. The City of Corona hereby finds that 

implementation of the mitigation measure 1s feasible, and the measure 1s therefore adopted. 

Rationale for Finding 

l\.litigauon Measures CL'L-5, TCR-1, TCR-2, and TCR-3 would reduce potential impacts associated 

w1th tnbal cultural resources 10 a leYel that 1s less than significant. !l.1it1gat1on l\feasure TCR- 1 would 

require the deYelopment of an Archaeological Monitoring Plan (Al\rP) by the project archeologisr, 

TCR-2 would require temporary curat.Ion and storage and treatment and final disposmon if tribal 

cultural resources are inadvertently discovered during ground disturbing acm·ities, and TCR-3 reguires 

that the pro1cct applicant allow additional archaeological monitors of Nati\·e American tribes onsi1e 

du1ing construct.ion acuv1ues. M.1tigation Measure CUL-5 reqm.res an archaeological resources 

assessment be performed under the supervision of an archaeologist to determme the archaeological 

sens1t.1v11y for discreuonary pro1ects within the Citr-

D. SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT 
BE MITIGATED TO BELOW THE LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The following summary describes the unavoidable ad\'erse impact of the proposed project where enher 

miugation measures were found to be infeasible, or the miugation measures are under the control of 

another lead agency. The following unpact would remam significant and unaYoidable. 

1. Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

Impact 5.2-1: Development of the proposed project would convert 7,591 acres of Farmland in the 
City and SOI to nonagricultural use. [Thresholds AG-1 and AG-5 (part)] 

Support for th.is environmental impact conclusion 1s fully discussed m Section. 5.2, •1gri111/11m a11d 

Fomto Resoums, and 1n particular, starting on page 5.2-10 of the DEIR. 

General Plan 

Tbe City and SOI con tam Farmland that would be converted to nonagncultural use through buildout 

of the General Plan Update. All of these lands are either adjacent to or completely surrounded by urban 

development. A total of 7,591 acres, or 88 percent, of fannJand m the City and SOI would be converted 

to non-agricultural uses. The current land use plan designates some of these areas as Estate Residential 

(ER), ,-\gnculture (:-\G), Low Density Residential (LDR), Office Professional (OP), and Light lndustnal 

(LI). HoweYer, agricultural uses would continue to be permitted on these land designations which 

permits agncultural uses. :\)though the proposed General Plan Update would not change the land use 

designations, density, or mtcnsay le,·els beyond wluch is currently withm the 2004 General Plan, 

de\·elopment of tl1e General Plan Update would convert fam1land which haYe non-agriculn1ral land 

use dcs1gnauons to non-agricultural use. 
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Mitigation Measures 

In compliance \\-1th CEQA, "each public agency shall rruugate or avoid the significant effects on the 

environment of any proiecr 1t carries out or approves whenever Jt ts feasible to do so" (Public Resources 

Code, Section 21002.1 [bl). The term "feasible" is defined 111 CEQ.-\ tO mean "capable of being 

accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of ume, taking into account economic, 

em·ironmental, social, and technological factors" (Public Resources Code, Section 21061.1) The 

following measures were considered and reiected 

• Relenflon ~/ On-Sir, Ag1icull11ral Use.,. Currently, there are approximately 7,591 acres of Farmland 

in the City and SOI that would be convened to non-agricultural uses. Further plans to 

conserve agricultural land within the City would be infeasible because they would not be 

consistent with the City's goals for housmg and jobs and because it would place farmland near 

tncompatible land uses. Tim would create islands of agricultural uses wnhin an urbanized 

setting, potentially resulting in incompatible land uses. ·n1e City's policy towards the long term 

maintenance of agriculture can also be seen from the land use designations proposed, none 

of which would solely allow agriculture permanently. Thus, there are policy-based reasons for 

finding onslle mitigauon to be infeasible. Additionally, the economic viability of agricultural 

use m Rn·ers1de County has decl.med as a result of losmg many of the support services 

associated with the agricultural industry. Ultin1ately, the long-term ,·iability of agriculture 

\\~thin the CJty is I.united due to the increasing land prices an<l values, higher water costs, higher 

labor costs, higher property taxes, competition from other parts of the state, and the gro,\~ng 

urbamzation of the area. Tl1ese factors make the long-term, permanent use of lands ,vJthm 

the City for agricultural purposes econonucaUy infeasible. 

• E,tabllihmml q/ Come111al1on Easement or P,·esen•e.1 or Pq;menl info an / 1gm"J1!t11ra/ 1\1it{~ahon Bank. 

Since the ma1ortt) of the C1ty is being developed, the agnculrure aUowed 111 conservation 

easements or presen-es would have to be limited to types of agnculture that do not impact 

neighboring communities and residents stnce agnculrural use carries its own adverse 

environmental effects, such as the creation of dust, odors, pesllc1de use and machinery noise. 

In the last century agncultural land within Riverside County has diminished as development 

pressures m areas near urban centers, such as the City of Corona, ha\·e resulted m an increase 

in land value that makes continued agricultural use cost prohibitive. Moreover, agricultural 

conserYation easements would not actually affect the amount of farmland permanently lost. 

Likewise, payment of fees into a mitigauon bank would not acruaUy avoid or reduce the 

conversion of farmland resulting from de\·elopment under the proposed General Plan. For 

these reasons, me establishment of conserntion easements or presen·es is not deemed to be 

feasible or effective rrutigation. 

PqJwenr 1n Lie11 or Transfer ~f DeNlopme11t Rights Transferring development rights would un-oh·e tl1e 

purchasing of the right to develop land from a currently undeveloped piece of land and transferring 

those nghts to farmland \\;thin the City. Thus, this opoon is also infeasible because there would still 

be a net loss of Farmland (1.e., tl1e Farmland presen·ed would still likely be preserved anyhow). Even 

if Farmland would be presef\"ed elsewhere in Riverside Coun~·, the Important Farmland 111 the City 

would be de,·eloped, resulting 111 a net lo~s of Farmland. Therefore, for these reasons outlined above 
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and in this paragraph, it would not prevent significant impacts from occurnng in City and would not 

be an effective CEQA nuttgation measure, nor is this mittgauon measure feasible from an economic 

perspecuve within this region 

Climate Action Plan 

The update to the CJty's CAP focuses on GHG reduction targets to achieve the 2030 and 2040 

reduction goals The CAP would not affect the bmlding intensity or density allowed by rhe proposed 
Land Cse Plan. ll1e CAP would nor convert farmland to non-agricultural uses. 

Finding 

Changes or alterauons have been re9u1red in, or tncorporated into, the pro1ect that avoid or 

substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the DEJR. These changes are 

identified in the form of the mitigation measure above. The City hereby finds thar implementation of 

the miugation measure is feasible, and the measure is therefore adopted. 

The City find s that there arc no orher mitigation measures that are fea sible, taking into consideration 

specific economic, legal, social, technological or other factors, that wonld mitigate this lll1pact to a less­

than-significanr level, and further, that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other 

considerations, including considerauons for the provision of employment opportunities for highly 

trained workers, make infeasible the alternaUYes identified in the EIR, as discussed in Sccuon IV of 

these Findings (Public Resources Code§§ 21081 (a)(l ), (3); Guidelines §§ 15091 (a)(l ), (3)). As described 

in the Statement of Overrid.111g Considerations, the City has deternuned that this unpact 1s acceptable 

beouse specific overricbng econonuc, legal, social, technological, or other benefits, includmg 

regionwide or stateWlde ennronmental benefits, of the proposed project outweigh its significant effects 
on the environment. 

Impact 5.2-2: Development of the proposed project in the SOI would convert Williamson Act 
contract land to non-agricultural use. (Threshold AG-2] 

Support for this ern·ironmental impact conclusion 1s fully cbscussed m Secuon 5.2, Agn·ml!H1-e and 

Forestry R.tsouries, and i.n particular, starung on page S.2-11 of the DEIR. 

Gene ral Plan 

\'(.'illiamson 1\ct establishes a mecharusm for savmg agricultural land by allowing counues to create 

agricultural preserYes and then to enter u110 contracts with landowners within those preserves. A 

\\'ilhamson _,\ct contract obligates the lando,:vner to maintain the land as agricultural for 10 or more 

years, with resulang tax benefits There are sen'.ral methods to terminate a \X'illiamson Act contract, 

mclucbng nonrenewal and cancellaaon. On February 22, 2006, the \X'illiamson Act contract for a 

preseiTe in the City was terminated, and rhere are currently no \'\'illiamson Act contracts in the Ciry. 

Of the 331 acres of agricultural presen·es 1.11 the SOI, 8 acres, or approximately 2.4 percent, would be 

lost to deYelopment upon implementation of the General Plan Update and 323 acres of agricultural 
presef\·es in the SOI would remain. 
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